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considered to be contradictory to it, as, for instance, from
Feudalism to Capitalism, from Capitalism to Socialism.
They quite lost sight of the fact that terms like " Capital-
ism n, " Socialism", " Revolution", etc., are but
sophisticated and artificial expedients to denote a multi-
tude of the most various real facts and processes by one
single comprehensive or collective word. They are a
kind of spoken stenography. I save the time necessary
to tell the reader or the hearer of all the manifold events
that happened from 1789 to 1796, by making use of the
single expression " French Revolution", in the ex-
pectation that this word will call up in his imagination
a vague memory of what he has heard or read about
these events, that anyhow he will know what I am
talking about. It is, however, no more than a fleeting
allusion. The word may perhaps recall to his memory,
for a transitory moment, one or the other event; but
it can never and by no means recall the immense variety
of facts, the millionfold events of the real French Revolu-
tion ; it cannot even give so poor and shadowy an image
of it as the ordnance map gives of a landscape. It will
moreover call up the most different remembrances and
images in different minds. Such words are mere symbols;
their comprehensive or collective quality is fictitious,
not real.
The word " Feudalism ", for instance, is intended
to denote millions of facts, events and institutions which
in reality existed in many countries through centuries,
which differed widely in the various regions, and yet had
a few features in common- The word " Feudalism "
is meant, at one time, to call up these common features
in the hearer's mind whereas, at another time, it is used
with the intention of evoking a vague image of the life
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